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o which is added, 


Some ſhort REMARN Ks on Sir Richard Blackmore's 
. Juſt Prejudices againſt the Arian Hypothelis. 
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REFUTATION 


oF THE 


Falle Panciples 


Aſſum'd and Apply'd by the Rev. 


Mr. JosEYHP YK E, &c. 


"mon and Dear Si, 


O U delire-to 8 
pinion of Mr. Pykes's Per- 
formance, as — which, I 
have endeavoured to give 
you ſome ſatisfaction in the 
following Remarks. I have 
not Xt accompanied him thro' all his decla- 

matory Harangues, for I have neither time 

2 nor 
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nor patience to attènd a preaching Diſpu- 
tant, while he is only appealing from 

Mens Underſtanding to their Paſſions. I 
have therefore contented myſelf with on- 
ly ſhewing the Weakneſs, Abſurdity and 
elf. contradiction of his main Principles, 
and the Foundation being removed, Ll 
leave the Superſtructure to take its own 
fate. Our Author having made a Bow or 
two to Charity and Moderation, and paid a 
few compliments tothe Mildneſs, the Ten. 
derneſs, the Meekneſs and Humility of the 
Goſpel, preſently throws off the Diſguiſe, 
and appears in his own Perſon, ſparing no 
Argument in his Rage, of what Force or 
Energy ſoever, nor regarding the ſtrongeſt 
Contradiction that ſtands before him. This 
Gentleman finding it for his Pur poſe, and 
having reſolv'd with himſelf to write in 
the Defence of what, as he owns, he does 
not underſtand ;- it muſt be allow'd that 
he has hit upon the only proper Method 
"of ding it, I mean zen Aſſertions, 
moving Harangues, Diſtinctions without 
Difference, ànd a- thick Cloud of unintel- 
ligible Terms. For I ſhall ſhew in its 
proper place, that, he makes uſe of the 
principal Words upon which this Con- 
_ turns, ſuch as Subſtance, Eſ- 
ſence, Perſon, Nature, and the like; ei- 


ther without any Senſe or Meaning at all, 
| | or 
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or elſe with a Senſe alter'd and vary'd 
according to the Exigence of the Caſe, and 
the Diſtreſs he is under. Perhaps this 
Writer will think that I, above all Men, 
ought to have ſpar'd him, becauſe the on- 
ly Conceſſion he makes in his whole Book 
is to me: he grants, becauſe he could not 
| well help it, ( tho' yet what might he 
not have help'd ? ) that the four Miniſters 
had not that ſtri& and proper, or demon- 
ſtrative Certainty, which I argu'd againſt, 
and he allows that Matters of Faith are 
uncapable of it. But then he thinks it 
was very hard and unreaſonable in me to 
underſtand them fo, and endeavour to fix. 
a Senſe upon them, which I could not 
well ſuppoſe to be their real Meaning. 
That they had no ſtrict demonſtrative 
Certainty of what they contended for, 
that Matters of Faith are in their own 
Nature uncapable of it, and that they, the 


four Miniſters, could not ſtand to HR | 
near 


en 
* 


N charged, I knewvery well; but ſt 
pretending to and elaimi 
and inſinuating ſuch” 


8 it in Words, 


enſe into the 


Minds of other People, is as viſible as the 
Book itſelf, and their ſecret Meaning ought 
not to skreen them againſt the Charge of 
a contrary Senſe, plainly expreſs d and con- 
vey'd wherever it could meet with an 

Diſpoſition to receive it; and this Senſe 


had 
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had been fo plainly expreſsd, and ſo often 
inculcated in the Book, that I may venture 
to ſay, there was not one in a thouſand of 
their own Friends but what underſtood 
them ſo. In conſequence of which, I was 
for a long Time after impeach'd and con- 
_ demn'd by the whole Party, for denying 
the moſt ſtrict and abſolute Certainty in 
Matters of Faith ; and this was repreſent- 
ed as a bold Attack upon Religion, and 
no leſs than Scepticiſm, Infidelity, and a 
Subverſion of Chriſtianity ; not only the 
common People, but the Miniſters them- 
ſelves, with great Zeal and Earneſtneſs 
joyning in the Cry. It was very juſt and 
proper in me therefore to ſhew the Abſur- 
dities and intolerable Conſequences of 
ſuch a Pretence, and I am perſwaded, that 
theſe Gentlemen are not half ſo angry 
with their own Friends for miſunderſtand- 
ing their real Senſe, as they are with me 
fox ungeceiving them; ſince it is now ge- 
nerally believ'd, thatunotwithitanding 
their indubutable Perſwaſion and invinci- 
ble Confidence, they are as liable to Mi- 
ſtakes even in this very Matter, as other 
People. Mr. Pyke may call his Perſwa- 
fion a rational Perſwaſion with all my 
Heart ; he may pity and pray for others, 
and bleſs himſelf in the glorious Conceit 
of his Orthodoxy, as he pleaſes; how- 


ever, I doubt not but to make 1t appear, 
- that 
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that his rational Perſwaſion is not only 
above, but contrary to Reaſon. _. 
The Author in his Introduction, p. 6. 
lays down (as I underſtand him) An un- 
conteſied Principle, he tells ut that it 4s 
rational to ſuppoſe, that God may reveal 


ſome things, the Nature, Reaſons, Circum- 


ſtances, and Modes 2 cant be 
brought doum to the Level of our weak 
Under/tandings. ] ſuppoſe he means, that 
a Thing in itſelf may be reveal'd, as to its 
Truth and Exiſtence, tho the Manner, 
Reaſons, and other Circumſtances of the 
thing are not reyeal'd, and ſo ſtill remain 
as to us Incomprehenſible. This doubtleſs, 
is all that he can mean by it; for ſhoul 
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he ſay, that the Modes, Reaſons, Oc. are 


reveal'd or made known to us; and yet 
that they remain ſtill Incomprehenbble or 
unknown, notwithſtanding the Revelation, 
it would be a Contradiction in Terms. 
A thing in itſelf, as to its Truth and Ex- 
iſtence in general, may be certainly reveal- 
ed, and made clear and intelligibl@@nough, 
where the unreveal'd Manner. and other 
Circumſtances of the Thing may remain 
{till unknown and incomprehenſible; in 
which Caſe, we ought to receive and be- 
lieve the Thing ſo far as it 1s revealed, 
and content ourſelves with being 1gno- 
rant in other Matters, where God has not 


thought fit to inform us; and who ever 
doubted 
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doubted of tifis, or once deny d it? And 
therefore the Authors going about to 

Trove it, and urging it upon his Friend, 
as a Matter of great Conſequence, and as 
if it was what his Adverſaries would not 
grant, 18a little extraordinary, and a fig- 
nal Inſtance of his Chriſtian Tenderneſs, 
Moderation and Charity. If this Author 
cannot find a Man, who owning a Thing 
to be reveal'd from God, will yet with- 
hold his Aſſent, becauſe he cannot under- 
ſtand the Reaſon or Manner of the Thin 
Jet him bear the Imputation which he now 
lays upon his Adverſaries without the 
leaſt Appearance, I will not ſay of Chri- 
ſtian Charity, but even of Pagan Suffice» 
let him prove the thing. that there are 
three Aiſtina Intelligent Agents in the 
one God, and we ſhall receive it ; but he 
knows very well that 'tis the Thing itſelf, 
and not the Manner of the Thing, that he 
and his Maſters afrirm, and we deny to 
be a Matter of Divine Revelation, and 
| the” E pretends to throws off all his Igno- 
rance and in conſiſtency upon the unre- 
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veal'd and unknown Cauſes, Reaſons and 
Modes of things, yet I doubt not but to 
make it evident, that his Ignorance lies in 
his having no Notion 'of the ver Thing 
that he writes' about, and uſing his own 
Words without Ideas. | 
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As preparatory to what follows, it may 
be proper here to obſerve to you, that 
there is one general Contradiction which 
is incluſive of all particular Contradictions, 
and to which they are all reducible, vis. 
that the ſame thing, at the ſame time, may 
be,and not be; or that the ſame Propoſition 
may be true and falſe at the ſame time. 
This being the primary fundamental Con- 
tradiction of all, whoever can get off with 
it, will never boggle at any other; but 
you may, to as good purpoſe fling Duſt in 
the Air, as ſtare him in the Face with 
Contradictions: Now this Sum and Sub- 
ſtance of all Abſurdity and Impoſlibility, 
our Author, and others of his caſt, b 
the help of a mere verbal Diſtinction al- 
ways aſſume as their firſt Principle, which 
they employ as the great Engine, whereby 
to remove all other Difficulties, and deliver 
themſelves from the uneaſy weight, when- 
ever they happen to be taken, as they fre- 


quent are, in afnrming and deny ee „ 
ame thing. T Heir Principle is this, that 


the ſame thing may be, or ot be, or the 
ſame Propoſition, at the ſame time, may 
be true and falſe; not indeed in the ſame, 
but in different Reſpects; now if you 
grant them this Principle, it will be im- 
poſſible ever to faſten a Contradiction up- 
on them; becauſe it will follow from the 
Principle itſelf, that there can be no ſuch 
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thing in nature as a, Contradiction, but 
that every thing is equally true and falſe. 
I ſhall ſhew therefore, that this Piſtin- 
ction of the ſame and different reſpects, as 
thus 2pply'd is merely verbal, and that it 
is impoſſible, that the ſame thing at the 
ſame time, ſhould be true and falſe in any 
ſenſe at all, either in the ſame, or in dit- 
ferent Reſpects. Tis evident, that what- 
ever is affirmed, or deny'd in any one par- 
ticular determinate Senſe, muſt neceſſari- 
ly, in that determinate Senſe, be either 
true or falſe, and cannot be both, or nei- 
ther, becauſe in a particular determinate 
ſenſe there can be no variety, and there 1s 
no Medium or ſtate of indifferency be- 
twixt Truth and Falſehood. *Tis evident 
alſo, that the thing affirmed or deny'd 
cannot be the ſame thing any longer than 
the terms of the Propoſition retain the 
ſame preciſe determinate meaning ; for 
where the Complex Ideas to which the 
ame the Propoſition are aftix'd, ſhall 
be any? way alter d or vaned,. either by 
putting in ſotße new'Ideis, or leaving out 
any of the old, tho the ſame ſound may 
be retain'd, yet the thing itſelf, which is 
hereby affirmed or deny d, will not be the 
ſame, but quite different things. What is 
therefore frequently, to ſerve a Turn, 
call'd the ſame thing in different ReſpeFs, 


is really two different things, one of which 
may 
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be eaſily true, and the other falſe at the 
ſame time. And this is the Myſtery of 
different Senſes and Reſpects, being a de- 
vice of ſubtle Diſputants, when they have 
a mind to ſhuffle upon you very different, 
and perhaps contradictory things, under 
the ſame ſound, as one and the ſame 
thing. 

And now, Sir, I ſhall exemplify this 
unfair Management throughout this whole 
Book of our Author; and here that 
I may do him all poſſible Juſtice, and 
leave im no reaſon to complain, I thall 
firſt of all conſider this Mono-triple 
Scheme upon its own general Principles, 
as common to all the Athanaſiuns, with- 
out any . to the ſeveral different 
and inconſiſtent Explications given of it 
by their Doctors and learned men; and 
ſhew that it implies an Impoſſibility and 
Contradiction in the abſtra& Nature and 
Reaſon of things, and then I will 5. : 
ply it to the Authde's own Account off 
matter, and ſhew that, tis a$mueclf a Con- 
tradiction in his Scheme as in any other; 
that he has not, as he imagiries, hit upon 
a Medium between Sabellianiſm and Tri- 
theiſm ;, and that if he will ſtand to his 
own Principles, he muſt build his Hope 
of Salvation upon a neceſſary eternal Con- 
tradition, and profeſs himſelf a Mono- 
Tritheiſt, 


Ka To 
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To ſay, that there Are three things real- 


ly diſtinct and different, ſo that the one is 


not the other, that each of theſe three di- 
ſtinct and different things are Infinite, and 
yet that there are not three different 
things which are Infinite, or three Infinites, 
but only one Infinite, or one thing only 
that is Infinite, is an expreſs Contradic- 
tion in the nature of things. Thus alſo, 
to affirm, that there are three really di- 
ſtinct and different Subjects, which are 
each of them indued with Infinite Power, 
Wiſdom and Intelligence; and yet 
that there are not three infinite Powers, 
Wiſdoms or Intelligences, or three Infi- 
nitely, powerful, wiſe and intelligent Sub- 
jets, but only one ſuch, 1s evidently con- 
tradictory, and impoſſible in the nature and 
reaſon of things. For the Diſtinctneſs and 
Infinity of the ſame ſpecifick Attributes, 
muſt neceſſarily be multiplied with their 


.. diſtinct infinite Subjects, and the negation 
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of this. muſt be eternallya Contradiction, 


while the ſame preciſe meaning is affixed 
to the ſame terms; and ſilently to alter 
the Senſe of the terms by clapping a dif- 
ferent meaning to the ſame Sound, under 
a pretence of the ſame thing in different 
Reſpecle, when it is really two different 
things; this, I ſay, 18 not to clear a Con- 
tradiction, but to uſe a bad piece of Arti- 
fice, and impoſe upon the Reaſon and 1 * 

es 
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ſes of Mankind. No to carry this a lit- 
tle-farther, it is, I think, univerſally al- 
low'd by all the. Athanaſians, that the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Spirit, are three reall 
diſtinct and different Subjects, and ſo far 
diſtin&, that they are each of them in- 
du'd with really diſtin and incommuni- 
cable Attributes or Properties. They like- 
wiſe affirm, that each of theſe three di- 
ſtinct and different Subjects is God in the 
ſtricteſt Senſe, or God abſolutely ſupream 
over all; and yet they maintain, that there 
is but one only Subject, that is God alone, 
i. e. they ſay, that there are three, who 
are each of them diſtinctly God, and yet 
there is but one who is God alone. 

Now tho' the Contradiction here be ſuf- 
ficiently evident in itſelf, yet it will be 
proper to conſider the general Evaſion, by 
which they endeavour to get off with it, 
which is this; they ſay, that the three 

diſtinct Subjects of X perſonal Propertics 
are united ions common ſubjett of tlie 
Eſſential Properties, and ſo are one and 
the ſame in Subſtance or Eſſence. But 
here they labour to get rid of one Con- 
tradiction by running at leaſt into half a 


Dozen more; for either this one common 


ſubject of the Eſſential Attributes, is pre- 
ciſely and determinately the very ſelf- 
ſame with the three diſtinct ſubjects of 
the perſonal Attributes, or it is not; if 

they 
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they affirm that it is, This will he ſay ing, 
that one Subject is three diſtinct Sub- 
jects, and three diſtinct Subjeds but 
one Subject, without Diſtinction or Di- 
verſity; and this at the ſame time, and in 
the ſame ſenſe; which, I preſume, no one 
can be in any doubt of, whether it be a 
Contradiction or no. But if it be ſaid, 
that the common ſubje& of the Eſſential 
Properties, is not the ſelf ſame, but a di- 
ſtinct Subject from the three other diſtinct 
Subjects of the perſonal Properties; then 
ſince alſo the Eſſential Attributes are ſup- 
poſed to be communicated to the three 
diſtin& Subjects of the perſonal Attributes, 
this muſt neceſſarily make four diſtin& 
Subjects, each of which is indu'd with all 
the Eſſential Attributes, that is, four di- 
ſtinct infinitely perfect Subſtances. Tis 
true, theſe infinite Subſtances will be un- 
dividedly and inſeparably united to each 
other mutually, ſince it is impoſhble that 
three infmitely extended gubſtances ſhould 
be divided or ſeparated with reſpe& to 
Space or Dimenſion, which, by the way, 
Sir, you may obſerve, is all that any of 
Dr. Waterland's Expreſſions about it will 
amount to; but then this does not deſtroy 
the real Exiſtence, and numerical Diſtin- 
ctions of the Subſtances themſelves. If 
to avoid this multiplicity of Subjects or 
Subſtances, it ſhould be ſaid, that = 
73 Sub- 


( 3s Ny 
Subjects or l ſuſtain the 
perſonal Attributes, are not numerically 
diſtinct, bot one and the fame with the 
common Eſſence; as this deſtroys all man- 
ner of Diſtinction betwixt eſſential and 
erſonal Attributes, and ſuppoſes a Per- 
fon to be only a diſtin Mode of ſub- 
ſiſtence in the one common Subject or 
Subſtance, which 1s Sabellianiſm : ſo, by 
confounding the . diſtin& Subjects, and 
ſuppoling them to be numerically one and 
the ſame, 1t contains an expreſs Contra- 
dition, and overthrows this Hypotheſis 
upon another Principle, as I have ſhew'd 
already. And therefore turn this Scheme 
which way you will, it muſt ſtill appear 
contradictory, and neceſſarily ſubvert and 
deſtroy itſelf. I know there is one Eva- 
ſion ſtill behind, as the laſt Reſort of thoſe, 
who in this Scheme are preſs'd with Con- 
traditions, that is, when they cannot get 
themſelves off by any poſſible Senſe that 
can be put to their own Words, they fly to 
the Incomprehenſibility of the Sobſect, 
which as they ſeem ta think gives them a 
right to uſe Words without a meaning. 
And thus, at length, they ſtand acquitted in 
empty Sounds and impenetrable Darkneſs; 
for who can charge a Propoſition with a 
Contradiction, which is own'd to be un- 
intelligible, and without any Senſe or 
Meaning at alF? | 
And 


) 

And now, Sir, haigg conſider'd the 
1mpoſlibility and ſelf cõntradictorigeſs of 
this Hypotheſis upon its general Princi- 
ples, let us turn again more directly to 
our Author, and ſee how he has mended 
the Matter in his own particular account 
of it. The great difficulty in his way was 
to find a Medium betwixt Sabellianiſin 
and Tritheiſm, and to fix a certain deter- 
minate Meaning to the word Perſon, 
which might be ſteadily kept to, ſo as to 
anſwer this purpoſe. And this the Au- 
thor thinks he has done in tlie following 
Definition, p. 13. here then a perſon is 
according to him; * A ſpiritual infinite 
intelligent Agent, which muſt not be 
4 conſider'd as abſtracted from, but as truly 
e ſubſiſting in the Divine Nature, and as 
% mutually, eternally, and inſeparably re- 
_ < lated to the other Coeſſential Perſons in 
* the Godhead, from whom he is ſuffi- 
e clently and only diſtinguiſhed, by ſome 
BY a. and as ſuch, incommunicable 
« Propetics. _ aal 6 

This is his Definition, which if you 
can underſtand, the reſt will be all clear; 
and therefore I ſhall the more diſtinctly 
conſider and examine it, becauſe it will 
ſave me the trouble of purſuing him much 
farther, and let the World ſee, that he has 
been at the pains of writing a large Book, 
upon a Subject of great Importance, with- 

; out 
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out ſaying one Word to the Purpoſe, It 
will likewiſe ſerve as a ſignal Inſtance of 
the magical Power of Sounds, and let you 
into the whole Myſtery: of ſcholaſtick Jug- 
gling. That a Perſon is an intelligent 
Agent, or an intelligent active Subſtance, 
is plain and intelligible enough; and thus 
much the Author allows; from whence 
one ſhould. be naturally led to conclude, 
that three Perſons are three intelligent A- 
gents, or active Subſtances; but this will 
not do with our Author, and the difficul- 
ty is how to avoid it, which, I believe, 
every one muſt allow to be a little pinch- 
ing. He will grant perhaps, that an Agent 
or Perſon, is an intelligent active Sub- 
ſtance, becauſe 'tis impoſſible to define a 
Perſon or Agent without including the 
Idea of Subſtance in it; but then, he will 
ſay, that tho' one Agent is an active Sub- 
ſtance, yet it will not follow, that three 
Agents are three active Subſtances; which 
plainly amounts to this, that tho' it is 
granted, that one Agent is one Agent, yet 
it will not follow from hence, that three 
Agents are three Agents; perhaps indeed 
one will not follow from the other, be- 
cauſe they are both ſelf-evident, that is 
as evident as the ſelf· contradiction of our 
Author's Definition and Hypotheſis. Tis 
plain, that the Subſtance itſelf is the Agent 
or Perſon, and therefore tis ſimply «8 
; 4010- 


CAL 
abſolutely impoſſible to multiply: the Per- 
ſons or Agents, without multiplying the 
Subſtances. And from hence it is evident, 
that the diſtinction between eſſential and 
perſonal Properties is abſurd and ridicu- 
lous ; for ſince the Perſon or Agent is no- 
thing elſe but the active intelligent Sub- 
ſtance itſelf, and ſince there is no other 
Subject of Properties but this one Sub- 
ſtance, and conſequently the Intelligence, 
active Power, and all other poſhble or 
conceivable Properties muſt ſubſiſt in this 
one Subſtance, as their proper Subject, or 
elſe ſubſiſt without any ſubject at all: tis 
plain that every eſſential Property muſt 
be a perſonal Property, and every per- 
fonal Property an eſſential Property, 
without any difference or diſtinction. But 
ſince our Author talks in his Definition, 
and throughout his whole Book of perſo- 
nal incommunicable Properties, as the 
Characteriſticks of the three diſtinct Per- 
fons, I would ask him what is the imme- 
diate ſubject of thoſe incommunicable Pro- 
ant If he ſays the diſtinct Perſons 
themſelves, he then allows the Perſons to 
be the proper ſuſtaining Subjects of their 
own Attributes, that is, diſtinct Sub- 
ſtances, which is Tritheiſin. But if this 
does not pleaſe him, he muſt place theſe 
perſonal Properties in the one common 
ſubſtance or eſſence, as their only 1 af 
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ſubject, which muſt make them eſſential 
Attributes, and deſtroy. the real diſtin: 
ction of Perſons; and this is plainly Sa- 
bellianiſm, which is the ſame with Soci- 
nianiſm., It will be impoſſible in this 
way to ſuppoſe any diverſity or multipli- 
city of Perſons, without ſuppoſing at. the 
ſame time, and in the very ſame ſenſe, a 
like multiplicity and diverſity of Eſſence 
and I challenge this Author, or any of 
his abler and more learned Friends, to aſ- 
ſign any poſlible meaning to their own | 
Words, or tell us what they intend by 
three real ſubſtantial Perſons, upon the 
Hypotheſis of one individual Eſſence or 
numerical Identity of Subſtance. Perhaps 
the Author will de here ready to wonder 
at my Dulneſs, or Preſumption, and ask 
whether he has not done this already; 1 
{ay no, he has not done it, and I thall 
venture to tell him farther, that he can- 
not poſſibly do it. In this very Defini- 
tion, he underſtands Perſon in two dit- 
ferent and contrary Senſes, even while he 
pretends to be fixing and aſcertaining the 
determinate meaning of the Word. And 
this I ſhall now ſhew, which will let you 
into the whole Myſtery. I do not mean 
into the deep things of God, but into the 
deep things of Mr, Pyke. Let us ſee then 
what he can poſlibly intend by three Per- 
{ons in the Divine 3 the Godbead 
GY in 
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n one and the ſame Subſtance or Eſſence z 

for theſe he uſes all along as equivalent Ex+ 
preſſions. 
When therefore he aſſerts three Per- 
ſons in one, and the ſame Subſtance or 
Eſſence, if he ſhould here keep to his own 
detin'd ſenſe of the word Perſon, viz. an 
intelligent Agent, or intelligent active Sub- 
ſtance; by putting the Definition for the 
thing defin'd, what he ſays muſt amount 
to this; that there are three intelligent 
active Subſtances, in one intelligent active 
Subſtance; that is, three Perſons and but 
one Perſon, three equally infinite and ſu- 
preme Gods, and yet but one ſuch; which 
15 fo far from a Medium between Sabelli- 
aniſm and Tritheiſm, that tis jumbling 
them both together, and maintaining both 
parts of the Contradiction. 

Here then his defin'd Senſe of a 
Perſon which he declares for, will not 
do, and therefore he claps in his ſecret 
and reſerv'd meaning, while he diſclaims 
it. By perſon here therefore, when he 
ſays, there are three Perſons in one and 
the ſame Eſſence, hecan mean only three 
Modes of ſubſiſtence in the ſame Sub- 
ſtance or Eſſence: And becauſe there is no 


other ſubject of theſe Attributes or Modes, 
but the one Eſſence, in which they ſub- 
fiſt, they muſt neceſſarily be eſſential At- 


tributes ; and ſo there will be but one 
+ real 
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real ſubſtantial Perſon under three Modes 
or Attributes, which is direct and plain Sa- 
bellianiſm or Socinianiſin; and this opinion 
is indeed no contradiction in itſelf, tho' it 
be a contradiction to every thing elſe in 
Chriſtianity, Thus, Sir, you ſee how our 
Author plays at faſt and looſe, how he ſhuf- 
fles in, or ſlips out the Idea of | Subſtance; 
or Agent, in his account of Perſon, juſt 
as he thinks fit; nay, ſuppoſes two contra- 
ry ſenſes to be both true at once, and ſo 
makes his Definition abſolutely unintelli- 
gible and ſelf-contradiory, And to ſhew 
that the Author is ever the ſame incon- 
ſiſtent Perſon with himſelf, I muſt deſire 
ou to obſerve the method he takes to dif- 
ingage himſelf, p. 213, where he is preſs'd, 
among others, with this Contradicton, 
that if one and the ſelf-ſame Subſtance or 
Eſſence be common to all the three per- 
ſons, it muſt follow, that the ſame: nume- 
rical Eſſence is begotten and unbegotten. 
Now what does he reply to this? Does'he 
pretend that there is not a ſtrict and ab- 
ſolutely Identity, or numerical ſameneſs of 
Eſſence in the three Perſons? Nothing 
like it, but he ſays, that it was not the 
Eſſence, but the Perſon of the Father, who 
begat the Perſon of the Son; and that the 
Subſtance or Eſſence is equally unorigi- 
nate and unbegotten in each Perſon alike; 
and this he was forc'd to ſay, becauſe - 1 + 
elt- 


C22) 
ſelf-evident, that the ſelf-ſame individual 
Eſſence cannot poſſibly be begotren and 
unbegotten, derived and underived, com- 
municated and not commuicated at the 
ſame time. When therefore he tells us, 
that the Perſon of the Father begat the 
Perſon of the Son, he muſt either under- 
ſtand the word Perſon according to the 
Sabellian Senſe in both places, and ſay, 
that the Father in begetting the Son did 
not act eſſentially, and that he did not 
beget a real ſubſtantial Son, but that only. 
one Mode or Attribute begat another; or 
elſe he muſt include the Idea of Agent, 
or active Subſtance in the complex Idea 
expreſs'd by the word Perſon, when ap- 

ly'd to the Father as begetting, and 
eave it out when apply'd to the Son as 
begotten. He is at liberty to chuſe ei- 
ther of theſe, as he likes beſt, ſince tis 
evident, that he muſt take one of them; 
but which way ſoever he turns himſelf, 
he can only by wriggling out of one con- 
tradition, ſlip into another; and yet, 
which is very diverting, while he is one 
ly trifling with words, he talks of fight- 
ing, defeating and conquering, and ſeems 
overjoy'd in the conceit of a Victory. 

Doctor Waterland, whom our Author 
always admires, and never underſtands, 
was ſo well aware, that Subſtance and Per- 
ſon, as uſed in this Argument, * 
+ labile 
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liable to the very ſame ſort of Unity and 
Diverſity ; that he expreſly owns, in 
a certain Senſe, or rather different Senſes, 
the three Perſons are but one Perſon, 
and one Perſon three Perſons. - And in 
the ſame Senſe, aad by the ſame Neceſſi- 
ty, had he dar'd ſpeak out, he'muſt have 
likewiſe own'd, that the one Subſtance is 
three Subſtances, and the one God three 
Gods. But tho* this double Intention 
may fave the Doctor from real Contradi- 
tions, as to his ſecret reſerv'd Meaning, 
where he ſeems to run into them in words, 
yet it can by no means ſave his Juſtice 
and Integrity in the Management of this 
Controverſy. Tis upon this ſcore the 
Doctor allows, that one may be three, and 
three one, when apply'd to Perſon, or 
Agent, but not ſo when apply'd to Sub- 
ſtance, or God; that he can allow of 
three Perſons united into one perſon, but 
not of three Subſtances alike united into 
one Subſtance, or three Gods into one 
God; and tis from hence he can grant, 

that there are three different, hut not ſe- 
parate Perſons, each of whom is God, 
and yet denies that there are three diffe- 
rent, but not ſeparate Gods. This ſeems 
a little hard and unequal, but there is a 
Myſtery in it, which the Doctor could 
explain very well, had hea mind to it. 
It would be the eaſieſt matter in the world 
| to 
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ho defend albthat Dr. Wnb/hubtadventeld 


concerning the Trinity, upon Dre. 
terland's own principles, but thoſe who 
like a Man only becauſe he ſeems to be 
orthodox, never trouble their Heads a- 
bout the Meaning, provided his Words 
ſound well; and tis for want of being 
let into the ſecret, that our Author has 
converted his Maſter's ſeeming Contra- 
dition into real ones. 070 
What has been ſaid, may, I think, be 
{ſufficient to ſhew, that our Author's Hap- 
pineſs is only imaginary, and that he has 


Had the ill luck to miſcarry in his At- 


tempt to fix a Medium between Sabellia- 
niſm and Tritheiſm ; under which miſ- 
hap, however, he has this to comfort him, 
that he has done as much towards 1t, as 
other greater Men, i. e. juſt nothing 
at all. | | 
The next grand principle upon which 
he builds his Fabrick is this, that the 
Man Chriſt born of the Virgin, or Je- 
ſus of Nazareth was not a human Perſons 
By which; if he means any thing at all, I 
think it muſt be this, that the Man Chriſt, 
or Jeſus of Nazareth was Man in gene- 
ral, but no Man in particular; that he 
had no real actual human Exiſtence as di- 
ſtinct from the Supreme God; that he was 
only human Nature, or the general ab- 
ſtract Idea of Humanity, but no _ 
cular 
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cular real Man, or human Perſon actually 


ſubſiſting g 


But becauſe I cannot poſſibly find out 


any meaning for him, but what muſt at 
once be Contradiction and Blaſphemy, if 
he has himſelf any meaning to the word 
. as he applies it to the Incarnation 
and the one Perſon of our Saviour, I 
muſt here call upon him to produce it; 
and ] cannot but think him under a plain 
indiſpenſible Obligation to it, as he would 
from henceforth be reputed a Man of any 
Conſcience, Integrity or Honour: for I 
muſt tell him, that to lay the whole 
weight of Chriſtianity upon a thing of 
which he has notthe leaſt Notion or Con- 
ception, to uſe words of his own without 
any Meaning, -under a pretence of the 
myſteriouſneſs of Scripture, and to ex- 
clude from the Chriſtian Covenant, and 
the Communion of Saints, all who will 


not join with him in the ſame unintelligi- 


2 Sounds, is the moſt inſufferable piece 
of Arrogance and 
00 Shri forgiven our, Aüthor 
all the Abſurdity 4b Cofftradiction in 
Nature, without calling him to any ac- 
count for it, if he had not tack d Chriſti- 
anity, and the Salvation of Mens Souls 
to it. But ſince he claims the Privileges 
of the Goſpel, with an Exemptipn to all 
but himſelf and his 4 Party, and has 

em- 
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employ'd all his Artifice in working n 
and inflaming the Paſſions of the People, 
where he could not inform their Judg- 
ment; ſince he looks upon Moderation 
in this Point as a Crime, and has done 
his utmoſt yet farther to rend, diſtract, and 
divide the miſerable Churches; I hope 
he will think himſelf concern'd to ſup- 
port what he has laid ſo vaſt a weight on, 
and that he will not, after the Example 
of ſome others, firſt diſcover his Preſum- 
ption and Prejudice in writing about what 
he does not underſtand, and then his 
Cowardice and Treachery to the Souls of 
Men, in not defending what he takes to 
be of utmoſt Conſequence. 
And now, Sir, Ihave juſt done with our 
Author, only to make ſome amends for my 
not attending him farther; and that he 
may not think himſelf ſlighted, J here 
faithfully promiſe him in the Face of the 
World, that if he can fairly refute what 
has been offer d, and defend his main 
Pxgciples, which, I think, I have over- 
rown, I will frankly make him a Pre- 
ſent of all the reſt, and yield him the 
whole Cauſe. If he can do this, I have 
here confin d him to a narrow Compaſs, 
and thereby ſavd him the trouble of 
writing a large Book, in a long labour'd 
preaching Harangue. But if he cannot 
ſupport his Foundation, the Wem 
mu 
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CHE) 
muſt fall of courſe. I doubt not how- 
ever, but the other Gentlemen, with 
whom he is more particularly engag'd, 
will take care to reſcue tna e from 
his feeble Gloſſes, in which he continual- 
ly applies the foregoing falſe Principles, 
and never fails of begging the moſt ma- 
terial Parts of the Queſtion. But ſince 
our Author pretends all along to be very 
clear, aud that he does not uſe Words 
without a Meaning, let him in his next 
ſettle any one certain determinate Senſe, 
to the words Communication, Genera- 
tion, Proceſſion, Divine Nature, Divine 
Eſſence, Godhead, undivided Subſtance; 


as he applies theſe Sounds to the Subject 


of the Trinity; as alfo to the words Na- 
ture, Perſon, Incarnation, Union, Hu- 
miliation, infinite Satisfaction, and the 


like, when he applies them to the media- 


torial Capacity, Offices and Tranſact ions 
of the Son of God. For what I charge 
upon him is this, that tho* thoſe Terms 


have a fixd determinate Senſe in fir” 


common application ind uſe, and e may 
not be ignorant of this their common 
Senſe, yet when he comes to apply them 
to his own Hypotheſis, he ſtrips them of 
their common eſtabiſh'd Meaning without 
ſubſtituting any other in its ſtead, and 
uſes them as mere empty Sounds, withaut 
any ſenſe or meaning at all. If he does 
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not upon this Admonition and Charge, 
ſettle the determinate Meaning of thoſe 
Words, as they muſt ſtand in his Hypo- 
theſis, I believe all the World muſt con- 
clude, that his Inſignificancy and beloved 
Darkneſs is neceſſary to ſomething elſe 
beſides the clearing of Truth, and inform- 
ing the Judgment. bo. 

I had drawn up an Examination of 
Sir Ric hard Blackwore's juſt Prejudices 
againſt the Arian Hypotheſis, with a 
Deſign of publiſhing it about four Months 
ago, but this farther occaſion of writing 
happening in the mean while, I thought 
it altogether needleſs to trouble the pub- 
lick with a particular Anſwer to a Book, 
which, as to its main Argument might 
fairly be overthrown- in the compaſs of 

two or three pages, 045 
I qmuſt here therefore obſerve to you, 
that this honourable and worthy" Gen- 
tleman has thought fit to lay the whole 
*»__ RNreſs of his Cauſe upon this Principle, 
nn That the orca een. of 
God, and his Truth and Fidelity in the 
Promiſes of the Goſpel, cannot poſſibly 
be vindicated upon the Suppoſition, that 
the Athanaſian Hypotheſis, or modern 
Scheme of Orthodoxy is not true and 
agreeable to Scripture. A bold Aſſumpti- 
on certainly this, and, I fear, a-very raſh 
and immature one; tis wonderful, _ a 
| en- 
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Gentleman of ſo great Learning and Abi- 
lities, as every one muſt own Sit Richard 
Blackmore to be, ſhould irrecoverably 
plunge himſelf at once beyond a poſſibili- 
ty of defending the Perfections of God; 
or the Truth of the Chriſtain Revela» 
tion, if he ſhould happen to be miſta- 
ken about a particular ſcholaſtick Hypo- 
theſis, which he owns to be incomprehen- 
ſible. His general Argument is this, that 
if the Chriſtian Church has been miſta- 
ken for at leaſt theſe 1400 Years, about a 
Point of ſuch Importance, it muſt hence 
follow, that the Promiſes of the Goſpel 
relating to the Stability and perpetual 
ſtabliſhment of the Church of Chriſt up- 
on Earth to the End of Time; have not 
been in Fact fulfill d; on which Suppo- 
ſition it will, as the learned Author con- 
cludes, be impoſſible to vindicate the di- 
vine Perfections, and the Truth of Chri- 
ſtianity. But I muſt defire you to take 
notice, that this learned Gentleman in 
the management of his Argument, a 
ſumes ſeveral Mio as poſtulam, with- 
out Proofs, which "no Adverfary will 
grant him. e 

: 14 He ſuppoſes, that the Point now in 
Debate, is a Fundamental or Eſſential to 
Chriſtianity, and that one ſide or other in 
the preſent Controverſy, muſt be guiſty 
of Hereſy or damnable Error. This he 


aſſumes 


( 300 


aſſumes as granted, and contents himſelf 
with barely aſſerting it in ſtrong and poſi- 
tive Terms, without taking the leaſt notice 
of many things which had been offer'd 
with great appearance of Reaſon to the 
contrary. And therefore till the learned 
Author ſhall be pleas'd to produce his E- 
vidence, I ſhall here make very ſhort 
with him, and content myſelf with as 
flatly denying it. 
-*2dly. This very learned, and in other 
reſpects juſtly celebrated Author, aſſumes 
it as a thing granted, that the Chriſtian 
Church, i. e. the Groſs of thoſe who out- 
wardly and viſibly profeſs Chriſtianity, 
have, for at leaſt, theſe 1400 Years, been 
agreed in this Point, in Senſe as well as 
Sound; and that the Doctrine they have 
unanimouſly receiv'd, has been no other 
than what is now contended for. But I 
am very well perſwaded, that the Proof 
of this would give the learned Author a 
great deal - Rn; and therefore it 
Was prudently done of him to decline it. 
For if it be Co oderd wh vaſt Numbers 
in the Chriſtian World there are, and al- 
ways have been, who have never trou- 
bled themſelves at all about this Matter, 
ſo much as to underſtand the Meaning of 
the very Words and Terms in which their 
ſeveral Creeds and Confeſſions have been 
conceiv'd and expreſs'd, and who _ 
ore 


. 1 
K 
fore can be ſuppoſed, at moſt, only to 
agree in the ſound of words, without 
meaning; and if it be likewiſe conſider'd, 
that even the learned Men themſelves, who 
have thought it incumbent on them to 
ſettle the Faith and Worſhip of the Chri- 
ſtian World, when they come to examine 
things, have ever given ſuch different and 
contrary Explications, and divided into 
ſuch oppolite Parties, each hereticating 
and condemning the others, that they can- 
not poſſibly be ſuppos d to mean the ſame 
thing; = that the learned Contenders 
for what is eſteem'd Orthodoxy at this 
very day, are apparently as much divided 
among themſelves, as they are from thoſe 
whom they now call Arians; if theſe 
things are conſider'd, I ſay, it muſt ap- 
pear, that there never has been any real 

armony or Agreement at all among the 
Chriſtian Churches in this Point, ariſing 
from any rational Perſwaſion, after a free 
impartial Enquiry, and without which, 
any other ſeeming Harmony and . 
ment in words <3 can be gf Mo- 
ment at all in Matters of Religion. The 
learned Author therefore had no reaſon to 
take this for granted, unleſs he thinks it 
a Mark of their religious Harmony and 
Agreement, that they plainly appear for 
many Ages together, not at all to haye 
conſider'd or examin'd the Matter. _ 
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Zaly, This learned Gentleman takes it 
for granted, that the Promiſes of the Go- 
ſpel concerning the ſtability and preſer- 
vation of the Church, relate not to the 
true Catholick inviſible Church, but to 
the outward viſible Church, or the groſs 
of thoſe, who make an external viſible 
profeſſion of Chriſtianity. And his mi- 
ſtake here muſt have overthrown his Ar- 
gument, even tho' he could have prov'd 
the Fundamentality of the Point in De- 
bate, and the general Conſent of the vi- 
fible Church for 1400 Years; both which 
he yet aſſumes without Proof. 

1 hope this honourable and worthy Gen- 
tleman does not think, that the promiſes of 
theGoſpel which relate to the preſervation 
of the Church, are contrary to, and incon- 

iſtent with thoſe predictions and pro- 
pheſies of the fame Goſpel, which plain- 
ly foretel, that general grand Apoſtacy 
Rom the Chriſtian Faith and Practice 
under the Antichriſtian State, and which 


Kndingly grew and, prevail d, till it 
had ſettled and ſpread itſelf over the 
whole Chriflian World for many Ages 
together. Now had this Abtefithn 
Apoſtacy been more univerſal, and of 
much longer Continuance, had it laſted, 
not only 1400, but even 14000 Years, yet 
fill I conceive, while a certain Number 
more or leſs of ſincere perſons, and _ 


” 1 : 


ful Diſciples of | Chriſt had been reſervd 
in the World, however ſcatter'd up and 
down, and, as it were, loſt in the general 
Corruption for a Time, the perfections of 
God ànd the Truth of his promiſes muſt 
ſtand ſecure. And if this learned Au- 
thor thinks otherwiſe, T doubt he will 
find ĩt an hard matter, and even impoſſible, 
upon his own principles, to defend either 
natural Religion againſt an Atheiſt, or 
Chriſtianity againft a Deift, whatever 
ſhould become of the particular point now 
in Debate. Since therefore this learned 
Author has plainly miſtaken the Nation 
of the Church in reference to the Goſpel 
Promiſes: ſince the real general Conſent 
which hetalks of, is only ſuppoſed with- 
out proof; and fince he has not proy'd, 
and, I belieye, cannot prove, the Funda- 
mentality of this Article with regard to 
the different Sentiments of thoſe, who 
now difpute about it; I cannot but think 
that he has grounded all his prejudices, 


and even the perfections of God, and the 
Truth of Chriſtianity upon a er light 


and ſandy Foundation. Ii conſequence 
of which, I think it muſt plainly reſt up- 


on this learned and worthy: Gentleman, 


either to retract what he Has written, or 
explain himſelf farther, and ſupport his 
Scheme with much ſtronger Evidence. 


E athly, 
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Ahh, As to what the learned Author 
has offer's concerning the dependance of 
Articles of Faith upon Conſequences, | 
hope he will forgive me the Preſumption 
of ſaying (what is moſt certainly. true) 
F 4 has quite miſtaken the Queſtion, 
and by. proving too much, has prov'd no- 
thing at all to the real Purpoſe, He ob- 
ſerves that all Propoſitions which are not 
ſelf-exident, math en ſome way or 
ather upon rational Inferences and De- 
ductions;, WHY is very true, but tis 
what, no one perſon, in the World, chat I 
noe. of, ever deny df and fo this 
worthy. Gentleman may be perfectly eaſy, 
at leaſt in this reſpect, as having no Ad- 
verſary. Confequences in this Debate, 
had never before been oppoſed; to ſelf... 
euideut Propoſitions, bur ta Ep It d De- 
claratious in Matters of pure Revelation, 
or, Teſtimony, where the Divine Autho- 
rity of Scripture Tl ſuppoſed to be recei- 
ved and ond on both ſides, as a common 
Pringiple, upon antecedent Proof. The 


Queſtion therefore is this, whether any 
thing ought to be made neceſſary to Sal- 


vation and Chriſtian Communion, that 
the Holy Ghoſt in Scripture has not 
clearly, exprefly, and definitively declared 
as fuch. ps with me, who have car- 


ried the matter a little farther, the Que- 
F ion 


ſtion alſo is, whether independent Fas 
are capable of yielding any ſuch Conſe- 
quences, and whether this act of the 
mind in drawing rational Inferences and 
Deductions muſt not be confinꝰd to Prin- 
ciples of Reaſon and Science, as diſtinct 
from Matters of Fact and Teſtimony. *Tis 
here then, that the learned Author, if he 
would talk to the purpoſe, ought to ſhew 
his Strength. Let him prove that every 
thing neceſſary to Salvation is not clearly 
and expreſſy determined by the Holy 
Ghoſt in Scripture, but that ſome ſuch 
Matters are left to the conſequential De- 
termination of fallible Men in after Ages, 
according to the different ſcholaſtick Sy- 
ſtems which might happen to prevafl. 
Nay, let him prove it ſo much as poſſible 
in the nature of the thing to carry any 
Matter of pure Revelation beyond the 
expreſs Senſe and Import of the Revela- 
tion "ſelf, as abſtracted from all realy 
diſtinct Conſequences whatever. What 
the learned Author can offer upop this, 
as it will be directly to the Purpoſe, fo 
it ſhall be impartially and candidly con- 


fider'd, and reply'd to. 


Thus, my dear and ever faithful F riend, 
I have endeavour'd briefly and clearly, as 


I could, to anſwer the Deſign of your 
E 2 Letter, 


Ln 
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Letter, and I hope yon will like it never 
the worſe, as coming to you in this 
05 23010" 033 2 1D at be 
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your ſincere Friend, | 


and humble Servant, 


Y 


| 


Marlborough, 


Nov. 16. 
1721. 
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P OST SCRIPT 
Concerning . | 

f k real Agreement between 
the Athanaſians and Soci- 
Mans; in the Trinitarian 


— 


HE many unhappy Dif- 
| ferences and ſharp Con- 
tentions among Chri- 
ſtians, which rend and 
vide the Church, and 
keep the Caufe of Re- 
— continually blee- 
R are, ws” ever have been, by the 
Confeftion of all, raiſed and maintained 
for defence of Trutb. Every Man who 

retends to be of any Religion, and thinks 
himſelf capable of handling an * 


1 5 F/ 


is ready to declare his paſſionate Concern 
for Truth, and that he ſeeks it with the ut- 
moſt Impartiality. But the great Conteſt is, 
Who has this Treaſure in poſſeſſion ? 
Where it is to be found? And ro what 
Party it of Right belongs? Ir is evident- 
ly impoſſible to ſettle this point of Right 
upon the foot of any ſeparate divided 
Property ; becauſe all parties are ready 
to take up Arms in their own Defence, 
and the Matter is uncapable of any hu- 
man Reference. For whoever ſhould aſ- 
ſign the Property to any one Party i 

particular, muſt needs diſpleaſe all the 
reſt, and provoke them to Revenge the 
Injury. And there is no hopes, that a 
Propoſal of ſharing the Prize betwixt 
them would ever be accepted, ſince e- 
very one ſeems reſolv' d to have all or 
none. One would wiſh indeed, that tl 
Matter for the preſent might, at leaf 
-peaceably reſt here; that Chriltian 
would: put themſelves out of a State 
Watz and agree to ręfar the Degihen x 
the point to the laſt Day. For ſince dh 
cannot determine it among themſelves, 
why ſhould they not in Equity leave it 
to God to decide betwixt them. But be- 
cauſe this, how reaſo1able ſoever, is not, 
1 fear, likely to be obtain'd, I can think 
but of one Expedient more with any 
probability of Succeſs for „ 
CA Ar- 
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Parties at Variance; and that is, by ma- 
king it appear, that they are really agreed; 
that they have no different, Notions or 
Ideas of the things themſelves, which 
they contend about, but difter only about 
Words, and the manner of Expreſſion. 
And, methinks, Men ſhould net willing 
ly contend for nothing, if they knew it 
to be nothing that they contend. for, at 
leaſt thoſe, who would {till fight for Air, 
and only to keep themſelves in Breath, 
could have no pretence of contending for 

the Trut l. 2 7 F 4 
I do not think it an impoſible thing 
to:ſhews that the moſt famous and trou- 
bleſome Controverſies which have divi- 
ed and diſtracted the Church, and put 
the Chriſtian World into a State of War, 
have been only about Names, and the 
Right of Chriſin ing things, while the op- 
poſite and contending parties have had all 
the ſame Notions and Ideas of the things 
themſelves- But I ſhall confine myſelf 
here to the pxoper Subject of chis Paſt 
ſeript, with regard to the real Conſent 
and Agreement between the Athana ſiant 
and Socinians ;, which muſt be allow'd 
to be a famous and pregnant inſtance. e- 
nough ; ſince perhaps, there never was 
any Contention in the Chriſtian Church, 
among thoſe. at leaſt, who have profeſs'd 
the ſame Rule of Faith; where the oppo- 
ſite Parties have more heartily contra- 
dicted 


* 
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dicted each "other, or ſeem'd to be at 4 
wider diſtance. The Atbanaſians eon 
ſtantly aſſerting in the ſtrongeſt Terms, 
three perſons in the one Eſſence, or Sub. 
ſtance of God, which the Socinians' re- 
and ridicule. The Socinians alſo 
flatly denyl ug the Supreme Deity or 
Godhead ef Jeſus Chrift, which the A- 
thanafi ans as ſtifly maintain. Upon this 
account the Socinians have ever * 
ſented their Adverſaries as Fools, 
—— and theſe again, to be e 
reveng d, have given the others to the 
Bail. Bot notwithſtanding this verbal 
Contradiction arid Repugnancy of Sounds, 
Fihalt now 'ſhew; that they are both 
agreed in Senſe fo fur, as either the one 
or the other have any real Notion or Con- 
ception of the thing; that the Socinians 
never did deny the Godhead of Chriſt, 
or the Trinity of Perſons in the Atha- 
ugſſan Senſe; and on the other hand, 
tha the Athanafo ins themſelves do and 
— che Godhead of Chriſt and 2 
Trinity of herſons in the 5 bcinian Senſe) 
And conſequently, that it is not the ſame 
thing, bar” very different things, which 
the one (affirm, and the other deny; 
and ſo that the point of Difference is not 
in Senſe, but in Sound only. 
et mn. 
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The ſeeming Difference in reference 
to the Trinity lies in this, that the So- 


tinians affirm the one God to be but one 


Pirſon, whereas the Athanafians main- 
tain, that he is three Perſons, But this 
Contradidt ion is merely verbal, arifing 
only from the different Senſe of the 
Word Perſon, which in the Socinian 
Senſe ſtands for an intelligent Agent, or 
intelligent active Subſtance, and conſe- 
quently three Perſons muſt, according 
to them, be three intelligent active Sub- 
ſtances. And *tis in this Senſe only, 
that they deny three Perſons in the one 
God. And do not all the Athanaſians 
with one Voice deny three Perſors al- 
ſoin this Senſe, as much as their Ad- 
verſaries? 5 8 

On the other hand, the Athanaſians 
as they declare, by a Perſon, mean a 
different, or really diſtinct Mode of Sub- 
ſiſtence in the ſame Subſtance, or Eſ- 
ſence, i. e. the Subſtance or Eſſence, it- 
ſelf, as thus, or thus modify'd, and dif- 
ferently ſubliſting under a certain Cha- 
racteriſtical manner, which they call per- 
ſonal And no Socinian, or any Man elfe 
in his Senſes ever deny'd the poſſibility 


or Truth of three perſons in one and 


the ſame Subſtance, or three perſons 
and: one God in this Senſe. The, So- 


F cinians 
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cinians have ever declared, that the Lo- 
gos, i. e. according to them, the Eſſen- 
tial Word, Reaſon or Wiſdom of God, 
is God himſelf, or the Divine Eſſence, 
as thus modify'd, or ſubſiſting in ſuch 
a particular manner, and that this is 
the Caſe with reſpe& to any other Eſ- 
ſential Attribute in God. And what if 
a Socinian calls that an Eſſential Attri- 
bute, which an Athanaſian calls a Per- 
ſon, while the thing is evidently the 
ſame in Senſe, and they agree in one 
common Definition, where is the Harm ? 
And however therefore our learned A- 
thanaſians may affect to keep up a cer- 
tain unintelligible Medium, whenever 
they ſhall think fit to ſpeak out their 
Minds clearly in this Caſe, I dare be 
accountable for it, that either they will 
agree with Sociniazs, or not differ from 
Tritheiſts, eh 
The other verbal Contradiction be- 
tween the Athanaſians and Socinians 18 
this, that the one affirm, and the other 
deny the Supreme Deity or Godhead 
of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
This indeed looks like a very ſtart- 
ling Difference in Words, and is the 
very thing by which many in this Con- 
troverſy affright and terrify the com- 
mon N who having their n= 
| ions 


A ä 
LT x 
ſions deeply preingaged, and being ſtruck 
with Horror at the very Sound, are un- 
capable of conſidering the Matter, and 
attending to the real State of the Caſe, 
and fo run away in a fort of Phrenzy, 
crying out eternal Vengeance and Dam- 
nation! Now, notwithſtanding this ſenſe- 
leſs and uncharitable Clamour, that there 
is no poſſible © conceivable Difference be- 
tween the Athanaſans and Socinians 
in this Matter, will ſufficiently appear, 
if we conſider what both Parties ſay 
in the Caſe, how far they agree, and 
wherein they can be ſuppoſed to dif- 
fer. The great and ſtartling Charge, 
as I have obſerv'd, is, that the Soci- 
nians, and indeed the Arians, and 
Euſebian too deny the ſtrict and proper, 
i. e. the Supreme Patry of Chriſt. 

But I ſhall now ſhew, that the 55. 
cinians, and the other Parties here re- 
ferr'd to, do not, and never did deny 
the Supreme Deity or Godhead of 
Chriſt under any Senſe in which it is 
affirmed by the Athanaſiant; and that 
the Athanaſiant themſelves, do and muſt 
deny it likewiſe in the Senſe that ttis 
deny'd by the Socinians And conſe- 

uently, that it is not the ſame thing 
that is afirmed by one Party, and de- 
ny'd by the other, but quite different 
2 things 
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(44) 
things, which are equally,” either af. 
firmed or deny'd by all Parties alike. 
And this ſeeming, wide Difference, where 
there is none in reality, ariſes from the 
different uſe of Words in the Babel of 
Languges. From hence it comes about, 
that what in the Socinian Senſe, (and 
indeed the common Senſe of Mankind 


about all other Matters) is two diſtin& 


and different Perſons ;, is in the Atha- 
naſian Senſe, if any ſuch Senſe there 
be, but one and the ſame Perſon. But 
let the different Meaning of the Word 


' Perſon, as it is uſed in this part of the 


Argument by the oppoſite Parties, be 
once clearly ſettled, and both Sides will 


ſoon appear to be of the fame Mind 


about the. things themſelves; and the 
remaining. Difference will be only in 
Words, The Socinians. by a Perſon, 
mean an intelligent Agent, or intelli- 
gent active Subſtance, and therefore God 
ſuhſiſting under the Character of his Eſ- 
ſential Word, Reaſon, or- Wiſdom, muſt 
with them be a. diſtindt and different 
Perſon from the Man, Chriſt, or je- 
ſus of Nagaretb. And from hence, when 


they deny the Supreme Deity of Chriſt, 


they mean no more than this, that the 
Man Chriſt was not the ſame Agent, 
the ſame intelligent active Subſtance _ 
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(45) © 
the Supreme God; and fince the affirm- 
ing of this would be the groſſeſt Con- 
tradition, as well as downright Blaſ- 
phemy ; the Athanaſians muſt neceſſa- 
rily deny it as well as the Socinians, 
that is, they muſt deny Chriſt to be the - 
Supreme God, or the ſame Perſon with 
God, in the ſame Senſe that the Soci- 


nian do; and muſt neceſſarily allow, 


that in the Socinian Senſe, they are 
two diſtin& and infinitely different Per- 


. ſons 


Thus far then the Athanaſiant muſt 
unavoidably agree with the Socinians. 
And here d muſt call upon all the Learn- 
ed Athanaſians of this Age, to make it 
appear, that the Socinians, Arians, Eu- 


ſebians, or any other Party among Chri- 


ſtians, ever deny'd- the Perſonal Union 


of the Supreme God with the Man 
Chriſt Jeſus, under any Senſe, in which 


they themſelves can poſſibly conceive or 


affirm it. Let them do this, or, for 
- ſhame, be ſilent, and not make a Noiſe 


and Out-cry in the World-againſt o- 
thers, as if they wanted ſomething Eſ- 
ſential to Chriſtianity, while they are not 
able to fix any intelligible Point of 
Difference, 
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